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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claim 8 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 8 recites the same 
limitations as claim 7, therefore it does not further limits claim 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 
2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

J^^SJESa; Sore JSff PU ?' iShed ^ S6Cti0n «** * 
granted on an application foi pafen. Wu^ffi £ "f* < 2 > a patent 
applicant for patent, except that an international i SS> EJEJ r a S ^ tes u before ^ invention by the 
351(a) shall have the effects ^^SwS^SSt^ f ""^ the treaty def,ned in section 
only if the international applied S " !f pl,cation fi,ed in the United States 

of such treaty in the English tengiage 68 3nd W3S published under Artic| e 21 (2) 

Claims 1-8, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Schleiss et al. (U.S. 6,298,454) 

As per claims 1, 7. 8, 16 and 17, Schleiss et al. teach a computer controller 
coupled to the data acquisition system (see col. 3, lines 15-29); a display device 
coupled to the computer controller (see col. 4, lines 40-56); the controller receiving data 
from the data acquisition system, diagnosing a problem in response to the data (see col. 
6, line 51 to col. 7, line 9), the controller generating a screen display corresponding to 
an architectural representation of the data acquisition system (see col. 3, lines 40-51), 
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the controller generating a screen indicia on the display device corresponding to a 
location of a problem on the schematic representation of the data acquisition system 
(see col. 3, lines 50-64). 

As per claim 2, Schleiss et al. further teach that.data is stored in a memory (see 
co). 6, lines 51-58); and wherein the data is communicated from the data acquisition 
system (see col. 6, lines 51-58 and Fig. 2). 

As per claims 3-5, Schleiss et al. further teach a network coupling the computer 
controller and the data acquisition system (se col. 6, line 62 to col. 7, line 9). 

As per claim 6, Schleiss et al. further teach that the controller has a web 

browser, the controller generating the screen indicia through the web browser (see col. 
16, lines 4-28). " 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

fl A in P XS^ disclosed or described as set 

the prior art are such thai ft s ZS^^TZ^SFirT t0 be patented and 
mvention was made to a person having oXarl skil7^ L art ? t^ 66 ", ° bv,ous at the time the 
PatentabiHty sha.. not be negatived StSS^' P*"*™' 

3: Cairns 9-14 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schleiss et al. in view of Taguchi et al. (U.S. 5,807,256). 

Scbfeiss-et al. teach the system as stated above, except that the data acquisition : 
system is disposed with the computed tomograghy system. 

Taguchi et al. teach this feature (see col, 12,line 60 to.col. 13, line 7; Fig. 1; and 
col. 16, lines 41-67; and col. 12, lines 13-40). It would have been obvious to one having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Taguchi et al.'s 
teaching into Schleiss et al.'s invention because the computed tomography system 
would acquire data for processing. Therefore, diagnostics and interpretation of data 
would be performed. 

4- Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schleiss 
et al. in view of Howards Korritzinsky et al. (U.S. 6,598,01 1 ). 

Schleiss et al. teach the system as stated above except that the controller has a 
web browser. 

Howards Korritzinsky et al. teach this feature (see col. 9, lines 1-15). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate Howards Korritzinsky et al.'s teaching into Schleiss et al.'s 
invention, because it would connects the controller to a browser. Therefore, diagnostic 
data would be viewed remotely and/or instantly via browser and pre-processing and 
ordering diagnostic data from archives would be obviated. 

Prior art 

5- The prior art made record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Crawford et al. ['113] disclose apparatus and method for processing object data in 
computed tomography data using object projections. 
Schubert ['438] discloses dual acquisition imaging method and apparatus. 
Rothschild et al. [703] disclose medical image management system and method. 

R spons toArgum nts 
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6. Applicant's arguments filed 3/5/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Schleiss reference does not teach that the controller 
generates screen indicia on the display device corresponding to the location of the 
problem on the schematic representation of the data acquisition system. 

Examiner sees that this feature is taught in this passage and also it is taught in 
greater details in (col. 17, line 57 to col. 18, line 3 and Fig. 5). Therefore, Examiner 
maintains the rejection. 

Contact information 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mohamed Charioui whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2213. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 9 am to 
6 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc S Hoff can be reached on (571) 272-2216. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



Mohamed charioui 
5/3/04 
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